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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 48-67 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 48, 52-55, 57-58, 62-65 and 67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent 5,832,067 to Herold, in view of U.S. Patent 6,594,682 to Peterson 
et al. 

4. As to claim 48, Herold a method of presenting content, comprising: providing a content 
preference selection to a server to retrieve content; receiving from the server at an alarm clock 
the content; and causing the alarm clock to present the content that is relevant to the content 
preference selection at a time that is programmed into the alarm clock [col. 3, lines 8-65]. 

Herold teaches an alarm clock that couples to a server over a network in order to 
download and present pre-selected information from the server at a predetermined time [col. 3, 
lines 8-65]. Herold teaches all of the limitations of the claim, but does not specifically teach that 
the port couples the alarm clock to the internet to download the information from a website. 
However, Herold does teach that the device connects to any type of computer capable of 
providing the requested information over a telephonic network [col. 3, lines 8-24]. It would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the server may be a website server and that the 
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connection may be made over a telephone dial-up to the internet, because a website server would 
be able to provide the requested information, substantially as claimed. Furthermore, using 
telephonic dial-up technology to access the internet is also well known in the art. 

Herold teaches the limitations of the claim but does not teach that the content preference 
selection comprises information to be used with a search engine wherein the content is retrieved 
from said search engine. 

Peterson teaches that an agent program that retrieves from the internet at a scheduled time 
and displays information to a user [Abstract]. Thus, Peterson teaches a scheduled retrieval of 
information from the internet similar to that of Herold. Peterson further teaches providing a 
content preference selection to a server [col. 4, lines 58-67, and col. 5, lines 1-5] which functions 
to retrieve from the internet content that is relevant to the content preference selection [col. 5, 
lines 6-18], and receiving from the server at an alarm clock via the internet the content that is 
relevant to the content preference selection as retrieved by the search engine [col. 4, lines 17-29]. 
Peterson also teaches that a search engine is used to retrieve the content [col. 3, lines 20-31]. 

At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to employ the internet search means as taught by Peterson. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so that the user's desired content can be 
located on the internet and thusly retrieved. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
the cited references because they are both directed to the problem of scheduled retrieval of 
information from the internet. Moreover, the internet search means taught by Peterson would 
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improve the customizability of Herold because it allowed for additional client-side filtering of 
the retrieved internet content [col. 4, lines 53-57]. 

5. As to claim 52, Herold discloses the content is stored within a memory (272) of the alarm 
clock prior to the time that is programmed into the clock [col. 6, lines 1-5]. 

6. As to claim 53, Herold discloses the content is received at the alarm clock at a user- 
selected time [col. 3, lines 41-57]. 

7. As to claim 54, Herold discloses the alarm clock accesses the server at the user-selected 
time to receive the content [col. 3, lines 41-57]. 

8. As to claim 55, Herold discloses automatically dialing a designated phone number [col. 2, 
lines 1-5]. 

9. As to claim 57, Herold discloses the content is retrieved at a selected time by alarm clock 
means [col. 3, lines 17-23]. It is well known in the art that alarm clocks have alarms that occur 
at the same time every day; thus it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the 
content is retrieved daily. 

10. As to claim 58, Herold a method of presenting content, comprising: providing a content 
preference selection to a server to retrieve plural content; receiving from the server at an alarm 
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clock the plural content; and causing the alarm clock to present the plural content that is relevant 
to the content preference selection at a time that is programmed into the alarm clock [col. 3, lines 
8-65]. 

Herold teaches an alarm clock that couples to a server over a network in order to 
download and present pre-selected information from the server at a predetermined time [col. 3, 
lines 8-65]. Herold teaches all of the limitations of the claim, but does not specifically teach that 
the port couples the alarm clock to the internet to download the information from a website. 
However, Herold does teach that the device connects to any type of computer capable of 
providing the requested information over a telephonic network [col. 3, lines 8-24]. It would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the server may be a website server and that the 
connection may be made over a telephone dial-up to the internet, because a website server would 
be able to provide the requested information, substantially as claimed. Furthermore, using 
telephonic dial-up technology to access the internet is also well known in the art. 

Herold teaches the limitations of the claim but does not teach that the content preference 
selection comprises information to be used with a search engine wherein the content is retrieved 
from said search engine. 

Peterson teaches that an agent program that retrieves from the internet at a scheduled time 
and displays information to a user [Abstract]. Thus, Peterson teaches a scheduled retrieval of 
information from the internet similar to that of Herold. Peterson further teaches providing a 
content preference selection to a server [col. 4, lines 58-67, and col. 5, lines 1-5] which functions 
to retrieve from the internet content that is relevant to the content preference selection [col. 5, 
lines 6-18], and receiving from the server at an alarm clock via the internet the content that is 
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relevant to the content preference selection as retrieved by the search engine [col. 4, lines 17-29]. 
Peterson also teaches that a search engine is used to retrieve the content [col. 3, lines 20-31]. 

At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to employ the internet search means as taught by Peterson. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so that the user's desired content can be 
located on the internet and thusly retrieved. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
the cited references because they are both directed to the problem of scheduled retrieval of 
information from the internet. Moreover, the internet search means taught by Peterson would 
improve the customizability of Herold because it allowed for additional client-side filtering of 
the retrieved internet content [col. 4, lines 53-57]. 

11. As to claim 62, Herold discloses the content is stored within a memory (272) of the alarm 
clock prior to the time that is programmed into the clock [col. 6, lines 1-5]. 

12. As to claim 63, Herold discloses the content is received at the alarm clock at a user- 
selected time [col. 3, lines 41-57]. 

13. As to claim 64, Herold discloses the alarm clock accesses the server at the user-selected 
time to receive the content [col. 3, lines 41-57]. 
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14. As to claim 65, Herold discloses automatically dialing a designated phone number [col. 2, 
lines 1-5]. 

15. As to claim 67, Herold discloses the content is retrieved at a selected time by alarm clock 
means [col. 3, lines 17-23]. It is well known in the art that alarm clocks have alarms that occur 
at the same time every day; thus it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the 
content is retrieved daily. 

16. Claims 49-51, 56, 59-61 and 66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent 5,832,067 to Herold, in view of U.S. Patent 6,594,682 to Peterson 
et al., and in further view of U.S. Patent 6,587,822 to Brown et al. 

17. As to claims 49-51, 56, 59-61 and 66, Herold and Peterson teach the limitations of the 
claims. Herold further teaches presenting audio information by means of digital-to-analog 
conversion of data [col. 6, lines 14-17], but Herold and Peterson do not teach that a speech 
synthesizer device for audibly broadcasting text portions of the pre-selected information over the 
speaker. 

Brown teaches that information may be downloaded over the internet for presentation to 
a user [col. 1, lines 6-9]. Thus, Brown teaches a means for retrieving information from a website 
similar to that of Herold and Peterson. Brown further teaches that the speech synthesizer 
delivers text portions of the downloaded information via a speaker [col. 1, lines 43-52]. 
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At the time that the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to employ the speech synthesis means as taught by Brown. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so that text information retrieved from 
the website would be audibly read to the user. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
the cited references because they are both directed to the problem of retrieving and presenting 
information from a website. Moreover, the speech synthesis means taught by Brown would 
improve the flexibility of Hero Id and Peterson because it allowed the alarm clock to further be 
controlled using verbal commands, such as voice-controlled browsing or the like [col. 5, lines 
18-37]. 

18. As to claims 49 and 59, Brown discloses the content preference selection is provided by 
interacting with a server Web page [col. 3, lines 23-35]. 

19. As to claims 50 and 60, Brown discloses the content is streamed to the alarm clock [col 
3, lines 33-38]. 

20. As to claims 51, 61, 56 and 66, Brown discloses the content is converted from text to 
synthesized speech [col. 1, lines 43-52]. 



Response to Arguments 
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21. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 48, 52-55, 57-58, 62-65 and 67 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 

22. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

23. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric Chang whose telephone number is (571) 272-3671. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lynne Browne can be reached on (571) 272-3670. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

November 20, 2006 
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